© 00 N oo o0 B~ W N Bk

N NN RN RN NN NN R PR RP R R R R R R
Lo N o o M W N RP O 0 0O N o oMM WDN RO

[ Firm Name and addr ess]
[ Tel ephone]
[ Fax]

Attorneys for defendants B and C

UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
CENTRAL DI STRI CT OF CALI FORNI A

PLAI NTI FFS 1, 2, AND 3,
Plaintiffs,
V.

DEFENDANTS A, B, AND C,
Def endant s.

Def endant C s | ntroduction:

mse I\IO **C\/ 9*_****_*** (**X)

JO NT STI PULATI ON ON MOTI ON OF
DEFENDANT C TO COWVPEL PLAI NTI FF 2
TO ANSWER | NTERROGATCRI ES 9, 17
AND 21- 23

Heari ng Dat e:

Ti me:
Pl ace: Courtroom [ 6A/ 6B]
Bef ore Mag. Judge [ Edwar ds/

Nakazat 0]

[ State only enough about the case so that it will be reasonably

apparent why the particul ar discovery sought in the interrogatories

is needed to litigate the case.]

[ Avoi d argunent, hyperbol e,

Il
Il

and attenpts to evoke synpathy. ]
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[ Leave out statenents about neeting and conferring unless
opposing party refused to neet. It is assuned that counsel did neet
and confer.]

Plaintiff 2's |ntroduction.

[If you agree with above, sinply say so. Qherw se, correct any
erroneous statenents and add any additional information that is
needed to understand what the case is about that is not clear from
the above and is needed to understand the general context of your
resi stance to the discovery.]

[If there are inconsistent statenents between defendant’s
introduction and plaintiff’s introduction, a declaration is necessary
to prove the point. The Court wll not assunme one attorney is
correct and the other is not.]

The Interrogatories in |Issue:

Interrogatory 9 fromdefendant C to plaintiff 2:

[Quote interrogatory as served. |If parties agreed at the neet-
and-confer to construe certain |language in the interrogatory, the
agreed-upon construction should follow the interrogatory.]

Plaintiff 2's response to Interrogatory 9:

[ Quote response as served. ]

Def endant C s contentions:

“Defendant C offered at the neet-and-confer to resolve the

di spute over the interrogatory by 7

[State contentions and | egal authorities why the information sought
i s discoverable.]

Plaintiff 2's contentions:

“Plaintiff 2 offered at the neet-and-confer to resolve the

di spute over this interrogatory by 7
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The interrogatory is objectionabl e because:
[If undue burden or the like is contended,

be attached quantifying the expected burden.]

Interrogatory 17 fromdefendant C to plaintiff 2:

[ Same format as above. ]

Interrogatory 21 fromdefendant C to plaintiff 2:

[ Same format as above. ]

Interrogatory 22 fromdefendant C to plaintiff 2:

[ Samre format as above. ]

Interrogatory 23 fromdefendant C to plaintiff 2:

[ Samre format as above. ]

Def endant C s concl usi on:

[ cont enti ons]

a decl arati on mnust

Plaintiff 2 should be ordered to respond forthwith, wthout

objections, to interrogatories 9, 17, and 21-23.

Plaintiff 2's concl usion:

Def endant C s notion should be deni ed.

Alternatively, plaintiff 2 should not be conpelled to respond

beyond what it offered at the neet-and-confer

and it should be

permtted at | east 10 days to gather the information.

Respectful ly submtted,

def endants B and C

[ Dat ed: ] [ FI RM NAME]
By:
Att or ney
Attorneys for
[ Dat ed: ] [ FI RM NAME]
By:
Att or ney

Attorneys plaintiff 2

3




